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RESPONSE 

5 This paper is responsive to the Office Action mailed on March 21, 2003 and 
identified as Paper No. 12. 

Applicant respectfully requests the Examiner to consider Applicant's comments 
presented in this response and to enter this response into the formal record of 
10 the instant case. Applicant proffers this response on the basis that this response 
places the application in a position for allowance. 

REMARKS 

15 1 . Applicant acknowledges the Examiner's Interview Summary dated April 22, 

2003 that purports to summarize the substance of an interview that took place 
on April 3, 2003. If the record were to only include the single statement 
proffered by this interview summary, Applicant would be exceedingly harmed. 
The actual substance of the interview revolved around the terms of art. The 

20 Examiner and his Supervisor steadfastly maintained that the term notch was 
used to refer to a longitudinal gap in a physical member, such as depicted in 
figures presented by Tipsord et al. (US Patent No. 2,871,282). Applicant 
avers that the term "notch" is used as a transverse cutout in a cylindrical 
member. Such a "notch" is one feature of the Applicant's claimed invention 

25 and Applicant avers that no such notch has been found, or even suggested in 
the art of record. 

Applicant further notes that Tipsord '282 does not disclose a notch as 
Applicant now claims as his own invention. During the interview, the 
30 Examiner maintained the position that Tipsord '282 discloses, purportedly as 
shows in Fig 1 and 4, a notch. Tipsord neither identifies nor marks (see office 
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action 102 rejection regarding Claim 1) this feature in his teachings. 
Applicant continues to object to this Examiners interpretation of Tipsord and 
his belief that Tipsord discloses a notch. As can be seen in Tipsord's Fig. 8, 
the so-called notch is really not a notch at all. In fact, Fig. 1 and 4 clearly 
5 identify a bottom opening to the cylindrical member of Tipsord (Ref 94) and 
the so-called notch is only a drawing artifact in that an "attaching flange" (Ref 
26 in Fig 4, and see Col 2:Line 50) protrudes down from one side of the 
opening and merely appears to be a notch. There is no notch according to 
Tipsord, only an attachment flange, that when viewed from the profile of Figs. 
10 1 and 4, appears to be a notch. The true nature of Tipsord's invention is 

better illustrated in Fig. 8, a perspective view that shows the flange (Ref 26) 
as a protrusion from the normal profile of a portion of a cylindrical member. 

2. Applicant notes that the Examiner found allowable subject matter in Claim 5, 
15 as admitted in Paper 10, specifically noting the novelty of a notch for 

accommodating an insulator. 

3. Claim 1, twice amended, has now rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102 (b) as being 
anticipated Tipsord , 282. With respect to the foregoing discussions and 

20 Tipsord's lack of a notch to accommodate an insulator, Applicant submits that 
Claim 1 is fully distinguished from the art of record and that the rejection of 
Claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) should be withdrawn. Applicant does not 
admit that Tipsord discloses a notch, but even if the one attachment flange 
could be construed as forming a notch, any notch disclosed by Tipsord is not 

25 akin to the Applicant's invention. The Applicant claims a notch for 
accommodating an insulator. Tipsord's attachment flange protrudes 
downward from a partial cylindrical member that comprises an opening best 
illustrated by Fig. 6 that shows the flattened base of the cylindrical member 
(noting the flange 26 that protrudes downward and again noting the lack of a 

30 notch). 
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Applicant notes that the actual housing disclosed by Tipsord '282 fully 
envelopes the dielectric insulator that the Claimed invention avoids by means 
of the "notch for accommodating an insulator". Referring to Tipsord '282, Ref 
57 is identified by Tipsord as an insulator pin (Col 4:Line 45). The insulator 
5 pin 57 provides mechanical support for the actual dielectric insulator (the 

trapezoidal shape in hatched lines). Note that the actual dielectric insulator 
is, as already stated, not avoided by any purported notch and is enclosed by 
the cylindrical member. Hence, Tipsord does not disclose a notch for 
avoiding an insulator. Any notch purportedly disclosed by Tipsord avoids only 
10 the insulator pin . This is in sharp contrast to the claimed invention, as 

depicted in Applicants Fig. 1 where both the insulator pin and the insulator 3 
are avoided by the notch. 


4. Claim 4 has been rejected under 35 USC § 103(a), obviousness. The Office 
15 Action has based the rejection of Claim 4 on Stirn (US 3,251,161) in further 
view of Tipsord '282. Applicant notes that Claim 1 has been distinguished 
from the art of record and that Claim 4, being dependent on Claim 1 , cannot 
be held obvious in light of Applicant's showing that Claim 1 is non-obvious (re 
Fine, 837, F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596, Fed. Cir. 1988). 

20 

To support rejection of any claim under 35 USC § 103(a), the references cited 
in support of the rejection must satisfy the following criteria: 

1 . There must be some motivation, either in the references themselves or 
in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art, 

25 to modify the reference or to combine the reference teachings; 

2. There must be a reasonable expectation of success; and 

3. The prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or 
suggest all the claim limitations. 

30 Applicant respectfully submits that the cited references do not offer any 

motivation to modify the references to make the claimed invention. Applicant 
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also respectfully submits that the knowledge available to one of ordinary skill 
in the art would not have motivated the artisan to modify or combine the cited 
references to make the claimed invention. Further, the cited references do 
not teach or suggest all claim limitations of the claimed invention. 

5 

Applicant avers that Tipsord does not teach a notch for avoiding an insulator. 
Hence, the first part of the prima facia case for obviousness is not satisfied 
and the rejection of Claim 4 must be withdrawn. 

10 5. Based on the foregoing, Applicant considers the present invention to be 
distinguished from the art of record. Accordingly, Applicant earnestly solicits 
the Examiner's withdrawal of the rejections raised in the above referenced 
Office Action, such that a Notice of Allowance is forwarded to Applicant, and 
the present application is therefore allowed to issue as a United States 

15 patent. 

6. Applicant believes that this application has not been allowed to issue as a 
United States Patent because of the Examiners perception that Claim 1 is 
"too broad". This, truly, is discouraging. Where an applicant discovers or 

20 develops a useful invention that is novel and non-obvious, the Examiner is 
obligated to allow the application to issue, even if a claim is perceived as "too 
broad". Here, Applicant has discovered that avoidance of an insulator in 
order to preserve its dielectric qualities is useful when shielding power lines 
from inadvertent contact with life forms. This feature, i.e. the notch for 

25 accommodating an insulator, has not been described in any reference 
proffered by the Examiner. And, the Examiner's attempt to distort Tipsord 
'282, is merely an attempt to force the Applicant to narrow the scope of the 
claims Applicant is rightfully entitled to. Applicant prays that the Examiner 
allows this application to issue as a United Stated Patent, not because the 

30 claim is too broad, but because the features of the claimed invention have not 
been discovered antecedent to the Applicant's discovery and the claims, as 
amended, are fully distinguished from the art of record. 
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Respectfully Submitted, 



Jack I. J'maev 
Reg. No. 45,669 
12616 Lewis Ave. 
Chino, CA 91710 
Ph.909-517-3416 
Fx. 909-517-3406 
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